Ha# Joanne Ueyerowitz, editor lu/ 7/00 

The Journal of *vmorican history 
121!; Hast Atwater Ave*, 

Bloomington, Indiana 4740 I -p603 

bear Ms* Meyerowitz, 

The commentary I told you I'd bo writing in being retyped. When I get it 



back I'll send it to you* Jut in rereading it a little more carefully to 
address it I got t'.e definite iupi*ossion that Luker was being used by some— 
ono else and another and loss certain impression of who that oomeone else i$. 
If tiiin is truo then the JAii is more damaged in this tlrm I* (^thought* 

It encourages mo to again urge tliat y.;u press Luker for the sources not 
mentioned in wiiat lie wrote for tlioro can be no authentic sources for that 
indecency* 



When you learn tliat yt;u will bo in a position to bettor understand wiiat 
I aw calling to your attention. 

And wiiat you have permitted the JAII to liave been misused for. 

That you have libelled Wi'ontf <md me is, for us and for history, ^iserious 
wi tter but wiiat you have uone to history and in pseudo-scholarly support or 
defence of a de facto coup d'etat is a more serious matter to me* 

As, 1 would have hoped, it would bu to the JAH and those on it* 







* 



\ 



lion cot-ixd hiker, ooviuusiy a aubjuct-uatter ignoramus, write with such 

certainty about what ho knous so lit do about? by coins fed by someone lie trusted? 

Posner is someone with an oovious interest in d faming tfrone, particularly in 

v ctiUs+^*</ a bo c C< rt) w 

doing tiiat in lie oun:, out lie made no effort to refute wli t r' x t*4s£ about nim y' 
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Louisiana professor idea .el ^urtz also iiad an int rest in dui'aming \|£o:iu 

because lie won an ,-jrgum nt v/iuh wrone when ^urtz insisted on nark L:uie alone 
/ 

addressing a hd toriau*d conv ention in -uoui:.,i,jaa out with) ut any senior critic 

OLA C\ Jf^c- n 1 uo*. 

boing incXu&fd^ A. student , no .ard Uof i'rnan, UuS i^j vi t c ci with 

A# Lane anu when n ne neard of a college stuu~nt being tiioro N jnot~W' speak 

on c .nopiracy theories, none chicken ;d out. he just id not show up. it*at aid 

embarrass nortz who, aospite liis denial of it, is an undorinforiued conspiracy 

th orist. Uoffuan’a hresu ii md ^uilty has no theories in it* Kurtz * 3 book is 

loaded oitli them, many impossible and souo realj-y foolish. Kurtz has also 
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unuort .^: .n to aeny Vi rone publictrTTorr^ritl J Criticism irst^fpe r reviej) tiiat 
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consists almost on u±r£ 



•^conspiracy theorizing tfrrrr— ry^wv:i~LLrl . 
1 £> 



Vfiiwi unS-.V too*. a poll after ^usaer^ appear juco on it v/ita his C ase 

Closed getting all the attention he and gut. Tiiat poll xe^le .tod tiiat u_ne 

o .t f 10 Americans did not peiiuve thp barren Ueport-wlnch Posner endorsed. 
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'flic official evidence ..hich oy taunfSan been published wus net U3ud in any 
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knoim f^iKxaixiasg^t i. csticra professional publication if it did not seem to 
support the conclusions of the deport or if it did prove tuere had be^n a 
frame-up, as much doe^ and by then had ueen puolinhed buc without uiieir 
attention, nut not oven after this proof was published, the JOeii did the 
meet its ooligation to report on it to /tistpriari3 and others, Ifor did 

f 

it tell ifts readers tii$t we liad had a de facto coup d*etat and a cover up. 
instead, by its silence, it protected both the coup and the cover-up, the 
framing of one of the most aignlfocon events on our history. 

fJr >>u /W»^ *f ' Ivt** 

Can you honestly say that the Juali or auy other history publicutgn^ti^bg 
or eincOj then met its professional responsi cilities to the people, to hiatory 
or to itself? 



Jn your uncritical publication of Lukor*s v ha tribe, uo you not continue 
the joiicy OS oefenuing too official fabrication^ relating to our iJo-htical 
assassination: 1 of the yoOs? 



D<*i you ask yourselves if nuker mnde aii. ; factual response to 

crone's criticisms? In fact Duker did not. Did you then noto that 
^ utier did not and . .nstcad libeled Jr one - and mo, v;ken Vi tone made no mention of 
m o substituting lies and libels for Commentary on or refutation 

IS 

of ..'roue's factual criticise all X v/luch aro facti&l and true. 



Wh^n Wrone cited a specific page in Whoring with niatory hnfauker & 
quoted that, v/hy oiu you then publishe^Ll of £uker's lies arid defamations, 
esx>ocially liiu obvious lie that JhorLin dots not exist . 



Do you believe that you have the obligation to publ'.sh^* ooviou3 and 
dcfamatprjr lies? Especially when iii all that is defamatory and is intended to ue 
defamatory there _}aot a worn that oven tries to refute what (krone wrote? 

nefore publishing those obviously unfaetual and obviously defamatory lies 
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about wrone and ..je, why aid you rut^pnone cither of is? vie are both /.n the 
J one bouks» What if angling did you laiov of Juicer that led you not to 
check $mt ho wrote, what you published^ tiiat libels us both and lies about 
out previous history to all the lm.^t_,riaus > ^'including teachers^? 

Did you consider what the cost of defending a libel s 
if one was filed, wiiat it v/uuld do to the Jvhni's re put at io 
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Po you re&.J.y believe tiiat you unda eliminate the harm done by a libel 
ay giving its victim 300 words to make full response, full rof utnt_on, when 
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With aid ti^venom that lias no relationship and is no refutation of a single 
v;ora Wrone wrote. Shat ah rt space ms earoly enough for no more than a denial, 
and th t alone ca^uiot undo the iiann you uip. us and hist .ry. however, you did 
not even make such an offer to me and I gleamed about Duker, of whom I had 
no knowledge, and Af hi3 libels~oaiy tfhen X was e.nt a cory y., a uujs c ribci 1 . 

I think you owe me ^and I ask for a published apology and an admission 
tiiat Duker' s allegations ore "not true, I think you owe me, youtselves and your 
read rs a real ofx'ort to learn whether -.ukor was misusing you in the interest 
of or at the instigation of another - which I think is the fact. / 

U' W* cU& </j Xl to AH >j l^uJwLeLj.0 k 




